Dear Paul, fa/20/83 

Heur 16, -Barger wrote me 3/3/01 thanking me and saying "One of these is new to us 
and will be helpful." He was referring to my enclosures. He said he sent cc to W & A 
and whan I got a copy' in the nail, assuming the secretary sent it to me instead of 
¥ & A, I sunt it to them. I have heard nothing at all from them and nothing more from 
Barger. He also did not ask for the technical data referring to the BED broadcast, so 
when I go down to the cellar to get the docs I sent both I’ll include them for you. 

When I first got those Dallas records I sent copies to various of ±xta- 
the Dallas people, none of whom ever responded. When one did not respond, I sent the 
next to others, etc. Hone appear to have ever made any use and it is clear did not 
give anything to larger. I have no idea why. Particularly surprising to me because, 
as 1 called to someone’s attention at the time, the dubs were male by rerecording 
the audible sounds on playback aid thus there could be crosstalk. 


Going along with this is what I chose not to consider only typical FBI obduracy 
or characteristic PHE FOIA perjury, its refusal to even pretend to the making of a 
search for the tapes. I’ve been making an issue of this in the field office cases, 
as much as I can in affidavits. Jim appears not to have really pressed in pleadings, 
(if the scheduled fess calendar call of this coming Thursday is postponed and the later 
one set for a later hour. I’ll try to get there. I can’t drive or use the bus but if 
I can’t get a ride, I might hire a cab for that part of the day.) They’ve lied about 
this when they could no longer ignore it, and they didn't bother to try and make 
their lies even minimally conisiant when I proved they lied and they opted another 
lie. They’ve also been careful not to liave any of their lies uttered by any DL SA, 
particularly not by Speeht. Contemporaneously, the FBI seems to have kept all of its 
records pertaining to is getting dubs of the broadc ast recordings out of all the 


main files. I’ve checked the index carefully and do not rely on fragile memory. The 
obvious places to check are the files relating to the BED, of course, as I’ve stated, 
only, as usual, to be ignored, with a fink/ rubberstamp judge... Too many developments 
in that litigation to go into now. But in 5 EOC 2, p.6 last thing in 86, you quote 
ScaLly as saying that the FBI got the tapes in 7/64. Do you know his source? I have 


but a do not 


what the ¥C published, which indicat es that it got the tr nscripta, 
recall that it is specific in placing the date that the FBI got Subs at 7/64 ana 
this could become important later. ...You ar sight, 1 don’t want everything anybody 
things about this general subject. But I am int erested in details of making the 
tapes and anythin/; authentic on their content and meaning. 


^our comment on Comer Clark concludes with which I think I suggested when you 
first inquired, that he did not hsfd any interview with Castro and either made up 
what he wrote or had a different source. 


e Elena Carso de Pass could the CIA had made t}sOK« deletions if she were a 
source rather than an agent? Source is not improbable, agent is. And yes, 62- 
117290 records are those on HSCA released to Hark Allen. 


Whatever prompted the FBIEQ, interest in when the MS CIA told the 2751 of 'ISO at 
the Cuban embassy, that it did not tell the FBI immediately is not merely strange, 
it is quite provocative. Doesn’t this also indicate that the intercept, which was 
disclosed immediately, was not of his conversation with the Cuban embassy but USSR’s? 

Thanks fo the info on copying Oswald in ^es Orleans. I’ve a few copies again 
and as long as I have extras I'll sell them. You gat a great buy. I’ve not heard of 
any copy selling for less than §25 in many years, ary says often higher. 

TO 

I don't recall anything relating to Lifton in the records Hark got but if I 
wrote him about it he can give me a cite and I’ll provide it. 

Thanks and best to you all. 



